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¥R. T. J. BYAN = IXDPLS. | 8t. Louls Park
Mr. E. L. Finch ~ FKareh 14, 1972
PLANT PROSERTY

On Hhrch 2rd we received a visit from the staff nembers of the City
.of Ste. Louls Park with reference to our proposal to remove certain .
portions of the plant bulldincs and tanks while leaving others.

The cor—*+&ne goncizstsd of Mo, Uillliam Thybolt, City Planner, Mr.
Richard Brooxs, 3upervisor of Zoning and Inspection, Mr. David
Rudberz, Cisty Envinser, Xr, Saher: Lseke, City Assessor, ¥r.

Harvey McFhee, City 3anitation.

We speiil auout an nour in nmy office going over the plant layout and
explaining our intention to recove certain bulldings in accordance
with onr yropos=zl $o the City. In scneral, we informed them that
our intention was to dispose of material that could be used as fill
on the plant site, And, any frame ™ildings, etc. that risht cause
a probiem of disposal and detract from the value of the property
would be removed.

The atrcosphere was one of coopneraticn and nmy observation is that
Er. Churches did have a meetins with the staff and laid down the
ground rules of cooperation, not belligerence,

No one brousght up an unexpected prodlem, Mr. ¥cPhee d4id ask how
much raterial was rezaininz in the cistern end I explained eighteen
inches to two feet would be my guess. iir. ¥cPhee &lso questioned
the construction of the loading dock but that was the extent of his
particiuatlou.

After the general dlscussion. the City °lanner. the City Engineer
ard the City Irnspector rmade a tour of the builldings that ve in-
tenied to leave standinz, those of concrete and brick construction.
Again we ezplained our intention to gut the buildings of items such
a8 pipes and pumps that might be difficult to dispose of on the
plant site but othervrise lenTe the Tuildings in tact and not attempt
to 4ig up any pipes that rizht de buried, etec. The City Inspector
gseened sormewhat concerred about the reinforced concrete structure
of the rafirery and soma of ou» buillingg, pointing out the diffi- -
culty of handling such material., But, I would consider this his

Ba jor commente.

Tom, this letter was written on Friday, FMarch 3rd but after a
complete afternoon meeting of Fonday, March 6th and then a trip to
Glenwood An +vhe 7+h and Chicnrse on tha 8th and 9th, this letter was
not set up to be typed until today, Harch 13th as I blew Friday
trying to get orientated and reorganized.
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¥r. T. J. Byan =« Indpls., (Pagze 2)

On Monday, Karch 6th, Mr. Relarssord and I were to meet after lunch
and have a brief discussion about Bolander's proposal for removing
the structures. After loocking over Bolander's proposal and his
quotation of 3115,000.00, attached copy, it was decided that we
would have lir, Longman from Bolander ocome over and we would discuss

- his propesale. The discussion was approached with the idea in mind
.0f pursuing the demolition mc=-2 in line with what the City had re-
questei, since Zolander was §0 close to complying with their request.

As you rec=2ll, w2 B=d asghked IZolanler to give us a price to include
the removal of tanks, etc. in line with our last offer to the City.
We had also ask2d Bolander to zive m2 a price on the demolition of
the dbulldinzs that we had not includzd in our last propesal to the
.City thinking that should the City not take our proposal, we would
“have an alternative offer. Also, we recognize that if the City
backed out completely from the purchase of the property, it would
be necessary for us to leave the property in a safe manner which
would include the removal of the brick buildings.

Mr. Longnan explained that it would be much more esconomical to go
in and take out everything without having to worry about pilecking
and choosing. At any rate his price of 3115,000.00 was attractive
enough so that we asked him to give us a complete picture, removing
the trenches that the City seemed to worry about. Also, we asked
for the removal of the liheeler szmall buildings which are wooden
structures that house their drills, saws, etc. of their fracing
area. We thousht we would inciude i‘iheeler as it may be necessary
for us to demolish the buildings to assure thelr removal by a
certain date,

Mr. Longman visited the plant 1ast wealr and lsclked cvar the trenched
area and mreasured off the lineal footage that he would have to dig
up in ocrder to remove the nipee, They took 2 look ot the Wheeler

- bulldings and was to gef back to us by last Friday.

In talkinz to Mr. Longman on I>ilay I found that he was ocalled out

of town, after hawving the opportunity of looking over the area

agalin and would nct te able to sct together with us until lionday.

The City =2 Ct. Louls Tark also visited us last week and locked .
over the buildings again with Mr. MoPhee and Mr. Brooks being the
visitors. They in turn called Kr. Longman as they wanted his proposi-
tion on aa adaltlaonal removal. It seems that Mr. Brooks wanted
Bolander to give him a price on the removal of all foundations and
caps on piling. what he wanted was all concrete caps and footings

to be reuwoved but he did not care if the pilins was left in the
ground,

.

After going over the City's request with Mr. Longmean, and referring
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"to prints of the dock and the treating plant, 1 explained that we
did not want to consider the City®s request as a part of our pro-
posal to the City and that he was to proceed and get me a revised
qQuotation in line with our dissussicn of March €th with MNr.
Relersgord. I was quoted then a price of $118,000.00 for the re-
. moval, copy of said letter attached.

- Yours very truly,
H, L. Pinch
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